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Franco’s Spain closer to a 
mutual defense relationship 
with this country. Granted 
that by this/, means Franco 
was all but admitted to the 
NATO alliance, it is not 
clear what benefits to our 
jside resulted from the Span-. 



officers, capable though they 
training or, experience to re- 
may be in their own profes- 
sion,-, are ill - equipped by 
solve matters of foreign pol- 
icy.”. . , 

Paul pointed' out that 

substantial with- .„ U1LCU llulu „ Ie opan . 
arawals of troops from Viet- nish entanglement. As to 

a °r+ 1970,Overa I ; the necessit y of desirability 
million u.S. military person- f l of continued air' naval and 
, net remained stationed over- II communications facilities 
1 SP based , on I manned by U.S. troops in 
• ‘ i ^ xi tallatlons country, Paul's asser- 

\ '“eluding those in Vietnam) ; tion that “there is no seri- 
l an( * 2,000 minor | ous external or internal 

. ones. Thus, the U.S. military f threat to' Spain today” re- 
estabhshment _ through its - duces the benefits to Spain 
sneer , size, its enormous to a large question mark. 

It is no wonder, then, that 
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budget and “with so many 



a bipartisan challenge, led 
by Sen. Javits and Ful- 
bright, to the expense and 
impracticality of the agree- 
ment with Franco, also led 
to a basic constitutional is- 
sue. Should the Senate, and 
the , treaty making process, 
be ignored in making com- 
mitments to foreign powers? 
.This question has arisen 
again recently as a result of 
the U.S Navy’s aetion in es- 
tablishing a “home port” in 
Greece. 

Roland Paul was counsel 
for Sen. Stuart Symington’s 
Senate Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Security 
Agreements and Commit- 
, -ments Abroad. He partici- 
pated in the questioning of 
Pentagon and State Depart- 
ment spokesmen at the sub- 
committee’s hearings in 1969 
and 1970, and in field inves- 
tigations conducted in a 
score of foreign countries, 
ranging from Israel and 
Lebanon to Ethiopia and 
Thailand. 

It is startling to read his 



• words, and , between the 
lines, of shock and dismay 
at the propensity of the 
spokesmen to withhold in- 
formation and to mislead 
the senators. These wit- 
I nesses “failed to disclose” 

I S that the U.S. was providing 
Taiwan with F-100 and F-104 
fighter aircraft, for exam- 
ple. 

On the other hand, the au- 
thor, a lawyer and for- 
merly a special assistant in 
the Defense Department, 
tells us specifically about 
the number and costs of 
American facilities in Mo- 
rocco, Thailand, South Ko- 
rea, the Philippines and Ja- 
pan. Paul was aghast at the 
Americans’ exclusive use of 
lu golf courses in Japan. 
“One ammunition depot, 
Tama, covering 492 acres, 
was being used only for rec- 
reational purposes,” and as 
late as 1970 the “Marines 
held a 45,000-acre maneuver 
area at the foot of Mount 
Fujiyama.” : All this, and 
more, in a crowded country. 
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The author points out that mutual efforts, or stationing areas to Japan; He avoids 
military' commitments do- American' armed forces on Vietnam, 
rive from a variety of foreign soil. ' ' 'I Factual and valuable as 

sources. Both multi-lateral Paul is precise in citing this accounting is, it does 
treaties, such as NATO, and the annual operational costs not face up to some funda- 

bilateral treaties, such’ as of our commitments to over mental considerations. To 

those with the Philippines 40 countries, and suggests what extent are the commit- , 

and with Korea, pledge of specific reductions in bases ments reciprocal and -do 

assistance to other countries and personnel, with result-, they contribute to . our 

in the event of attack. Exec- ant savings ranging , into security? Alliances and com- 

utive agreements (as with the billions. He advocates mitments are not an end in 

Spain) and unilateral gover- retention, but streamlining, themselves. Military com- 

enmental declarations also of command structures and mitments should not deter- 

commit the country, as do troops in Europe and mine foreign policy. Indeed, 

obligations arising from past Thailand; returning base it is the other way around. 
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